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A. Claims 1-7 and 1(1 vvere r^jtxtcd under 35 U.SX\ g lU3(a) as unpatcnutbie 
over aPa ill view of Cuuk* 

The rejection of cluimss 1-7 and 10 as unpaienrable is iravcrsed. 

Firsr, Cook fails to disclose, teach or suggest a ^'mapping board box including a 
plurality of pin receptors in electronic communicution wiih the at least one harness port.*' 
The Examiner attcntpis> to liken the "holes of 501" to the claimed pin receptor3." However, 
those of ordinary skill in the an readily recognize the diDerence between a 'hole' and a pin 
rcccpior in citri'iromt. f^umnmnicutton with at least one harness pon. The Examiner correctly, 
fails to explain how a 'hole* can be in electronic communication with anything, much les$ a 
hamcsb port. 

Additionally, there can be no motivation to combine, and turther» no reasonable 
expectation of success for such a combination as alleged by the Examiner, The Examiner 
attempts to liken the claimed "mapping board box'' with structures 500 and 501 from FIG. I 
ofCook However, modifying the reference as Suggested by the Examiner would destroy the 
pnnciple of operation of the reference, unequivocally against the strictures of § 103(a). 

In order to operate. Cook reUes on a vacuum uciuutcd test fixture. A fixture base 300 
is described as a "first assembly" and the suppon assembly 501 is described as a "second 
assembly". See. Cook, column 3, lines 59-66. Operation relies on first seal 102, second seal 
IU9 and third seal IU4. Cuuk, column 4, lines 11-13. hurthcrmore, operation of Cook is 
premised on a vacuum generated by a manifold 10» that removes air from the vacuum 
chamber of the plate assembly 101 . Cook, column 4, lines 34-49. Furthermore, Cook 
teaches the necessity of the vacuum by teaching that the "plate assembly 101 must be 
structurally ngid to support the circuit cord and the bending forces caused when the vacuum 
I.S applied " Cook, column 4, lines 50-52 Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the an could 
tiui have a reasonable expeciutjon of success by removing ihc vacuum system tu arrivL- ilua 
the Examiner's proposed modification. See, e.g MPEP §2143.02. 
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I'unhermorc, by K*achii)g ihar the "pluie u55vfmbly lOl musi be siruciurally riyiid U) 
iiuppon the circuii card and the bending forces caused when the vacuum is applied," Cook 
unequivocally cettchc^ <»wa> from the claimed limitations. 

Therefore, claims 1, and 2-7 are paieniuble over the references. 

Withdrawal uf the § 103(a) rejection is requested. 

B. Clsiims »-9 aod 11 were rejected uader 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as aoticipaied 
by Cook. 

The 1 02(b) rejections of claims 8, 9 and 1 1 are traversed Cook does not disclose a 
mnpping board box, as claimed in claims 9 and 1 1 , and therefore this rejection must fall. 

The ditVercnccs between the claioied nr^appmg board box, and ihe combination of the 
support assembly 501 and fixture b»se 500 are ouilined above. 

Claim 1 1 requires "means for receiving a circuit board " As claim 11 i« a §1 12 
paragraph 6 claim. Applicants are entitled tu ihe broadest reasonable interpretation of the 
ckiini in liglii of ihc specification. Because the specitlcation describes the "means for 
receiving a circuit board" as a **mappjag board box," Cook can nor disclose the claimed 
"means for receiving a circuit board." 

Because Cook does not disclose a ''mapping board box" as claimed in claims 8-9, and 
1 1 , Applicants request withdrawal of the rejections to claims 8-9 and 1 1 . 

C. Nrw claim 12 is patentable over the prior art because the priur art alone or 
in combination fails lo disclose, teach or suggest each and every element of 
Che claim. 
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CONCLUSION 



Appliuunia rcapccilully :iubi'nii thai c-luiiiis 1-12 iuil> auii:>r> llic rcc]uit'cmcni:» ul'BS 
U.3 C. ?>:jlU2, IU3 unJ 1 12. in view of ihe foregoing, curly pas-iugc lo isSuc of the present 
application is respectfully requested. 



Dated: APRIL 25. 20U5 



Respectfully submitted, 
BRIAN A WIMS, w «/. 
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